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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
4/27/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

According to applicant's specification the IPMI protocol is an open standard that 
provides a standardized message interface between a management application running 
on a host processor and the hardware platform. 

Claims 1-7, 10-14, 16-22 and 26 either directly or indirectly contains the standard 
or trade name IPMI. Where a standard or trade name is used in a claim as a limitation 
to identify or describe a particular material or product, the claim does not comply with 
the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. See Ex parte Simpson, 218 
USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope is uncertain since the standard or trade 
name cannot be used properly to identify any particular material or product. A standard 
or trade name is used to identify a source of goods, and not the goods themselves. 
Thus, standard or trade name does not identify or describe the goods associated with 
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the standard or trade name. In the present case, the IPMI name is used to 
identify/describe an open standard and, accordingly, the identification/description is 
indefinite. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "said controller" in lines 2-3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is not clear whether applicant is 
referring to the BMC or another controller. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "said voltage adjuster" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is not clear whether applicant is 
referring to the digital voltage adjuster or another voltage adjuster. 

Claim 4 recites the limitations "said voltage adjuster" in line 3, "said controller" in 
lines 4-5 and "said regulator" in lines 3-4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
these limitations in the claim. It is not clear whether the "regulator" is referring to the 
"voltage regulator". 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "said controller" in line 5 and "the regulator" in line 6. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 6 recites the limitations "said controller" in lines 2 & 4 and "said regulator" 
in lines 2-3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. It is 
not clear whether the "regulator" is referring to the "voltage regulator". 

Claim 7 recites the limitations "said voltage adjuster" in line 3, "said controller" in 
lines 4-5 and "said regulator" in lines 3-4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
these limitations in the claim. It is not clear whether the "regulator" is referring to the 
"voltage regulator". 
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Claim 10 recites the limitation "said voltage adjuster" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "said controller" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 14 recites the limitation "said controller" in lines 7 & 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "said voltage adjuster" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 18 recites the limitation "said voltage adjuster" in line 1, "said controller" 
and "said regulator" in line 5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations 
in the claim. 

Claim 19 recites the limitation "said voltage adjuster" in line 6 and "the adjuster" 
in lines 6-7. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "said controller" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "said voltage adjuster" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 22 recites the limitation "said controller" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 23 recites the limitation "said controller" in line 5 &14, and "said voltage 
adjuster" in line 9. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claim. 
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Claim 24 recites the limitation "said controller" in line 3 and "said adjuster" in line 
4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,19 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Devlin et al. (USPN 6,710,621). 

With regards to claim 1, Devlin et al. (USPN 6,710,621) teaches a system for 
voltage margin testing of one or more components of said system, comprising: 

a Baseboard management controller (BMC)(fig 7) that implements an intelligent 
platform management interface (IPMI) protocol, the BMC internal to said electronic 
system; (see above 112 rejection) and 

a digital voltage adjuster in communication with said controller and with said one 
or more components, said voltage adjuster affecting generation of one or more test 
voltages for application to said components in response to commands from the 
controller. (Col. 17, lines 20-37) (Predetermined signaling scheme and voltage levels) 

With regards to claim 14, Devlin et al. (USPN 6,710,621) teaches computer 
system, comprising: 

a processor;(10;fig 1) 
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a plurality of components in communication with said processor for performing a 
plurality of tasks ;(Vboard ;fig 1 & 3) 

a Baseboard management controller (BMC)(fig 7) that implements an intelligent 
platform management interface (IPMI) protocol(see above 112 rejection); and 

a digital voltage adjuster in communication with said controller and one or more 
of said components, said adjuster affecting generation of one or more test voltages for 
application to selected ones of said components for voltage margin testing thereof in 
response to commands from said controller. (Col. 17, lines 20-37) (Predetermined 
signaling scheme and voltage levels) 

With regards to claim 19, Devlin et al. (USPN 6,710,621) teaches method for 
voltage margin testing of one or more components of an electronic system, having an 
internal controller, and a digital voltage adjuster, in communication with said controller 
and with at least a power rail supplying voltage to said components, comprising: 

the BMC transmitting one or more commands to said voltage adjuster to cause 
the adjuster to affect generation of one or more test voltages at said power rail; (Col. 17, 
lines 20-37) (Predetermined signaling scheme and voltage levels) 

monitoring response of said computer system to each of said test voltages; (Col. 
17. lines 38-45) and 

storing information regarding a response of said electronic system to at least on 
of said test voltages. (Col. 17, line 44) 

With regards to claim 24, Devlin et al. (USPN 6,710,621) teaches a system for 
voltage margin testing of one or more components of said system, comprising: 
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a baseboard management controller (BMC) internal to said electronic system 
(200; fig 7) and 

a digital voltage adjuster configured to communicate with said controller and to 
affect generation of one or more test voltages for application to said one or more 
components in response to commands from the controller; (Col. 17, lines 20-37) 
(Predetermined signaling scheme and voltage levels) 

a voltage regulator configured to receive an input voltage and generate a 
regulated output voltage for application to a power rail, said voltage adjuster being 
coupled to said regulator for varying said regulated output voltage in response to 
commands from said controller, (fig 5) and 

a hardware monitor in communication with said regulator and said controller, said 
hardware monitor configured to measure said output voltage of said regulator and 
transmit said measured voltage to said controller. (Fig. 5-6) 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Yoon et al. (USPN 6,359,459) teaches a integrated circuits 
including voltage-controllable power supply systems that can be used for low supply 
voltage margin testing and related methods. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aditya S. Bhat whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2270. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on 571-272-2269. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Aditya Bhat 
July 17, 2007 



